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ALTERATIONS TO THE LONDON-LEWES ROAD IN 
THE COACHING ERA. 
BV IVAN D. MARGARY, F.S.A. 


Some interesting alterations were made to the London-Lewes 
road during the coaching era, mostly to avoid or improve steep 
hills and thus increase the speed of the coaches. The derelict 
lengths of the older roads are still clearly visible at several 
of these points, and as the alterations are typical of similar 
improvements all over the country at that time it seems worth 
collecting the evidence while it is still available and recording 
it as an example of this work. 

Three big improvements in Surrey may be briefly mentioned. 
Riddlesdown was bypassed by a new road from Purley to the 
Rose and Crown Inn, Kenley, 2 miles long, but making use of 
an existing lane as far as Roke ; Godstone Hill was eased by 
an entirely new road ? mile long which made skilful use of a 
combe in Caterham Gap; and ‘Tilburstow Hill was also 
bypassed by a new road 2} miles long, although all but the 
first } mile to Leigh Place and the last } mile from Lagham 
Place followed existing lanes. 

In Sussex the first improvement came at the eastern exit 
from East Grinstead ; this had formerly taken an incredibly 
awkward bend just below Sackville College into the lane now 
called Old Road, which can still be seen east of the railway 
as a substantial embankment through the allotment ground, 
rejoining the modern road at the cattle trough opposite 
Herontye entrance gates. A new direct road, + mile long, 
aligned on the fine church tower, completely removed this 
very awkward bend. 


From Ashurstwood to Forest Row a new road, 1} miles long, 
bypassed the long steep Wall Hill with a much easier gradient, 
but in doing so introduced two awkward curves which are a 
serious nuisance to modern traffic. 


In Ashdown Forest several improvements were made. The 
worst part of the ascent from Forest Row to Wych Cross on 
Stone Quarry Hill was eased by a new and very curving road, 
mile long, round the base of this hill. The older road can 
be plainly seen as a cutting leading directly up the hill and 
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rejoining again as a terrace by Cherry Orchard. This older 
road was itself an improvement upon a still earlier route, for 
in the time of the Commonwealth it is shown by certain 
boundaries that the London Road then ran past the east side 
of Cherry Orchard, rejoining its present route near Highgate, 
and traces of the hollow ways which formed it are still visible 

At Wych Cross two cuttings were made to lower the crown 
of the hill, and the northern one necessitated some alteration 
to the line of the east-west road there so that this now joins 
the London Road 8o yds. further south. Just south of the 
main fork, at the highest point of the ridge, the second cutting 
was made, and the old road can be seen just to the east of it 
a little way beyond the former toll-house. It is a well-shaped 
shallow cutting 24 ft. wide with considerable remains of the 
metalling still intact. 

At Danehill a new road 4 mile long was made round the 
east side of the hill to the south of the church, and this 
involved the excavation of quite a deep cutting just before it 
rejoins the old road at the entrance to Danehurst. 

At Lane End Common, Chailey, a new road was made for 
1 mile just north of the turning to Newick. The old road still 
shows very plainly as a derelict strip, and it is interesting to 
note that the prominent clumps of Scots firs planted on this 
common follow both sides of the old road and so must have 
been planted while it was still in use. The improvement here 
seems to have been the avoidance of a boggy patch at the 
northern end and some easing of the hill by a slight cutting. 

It is obvious that an older road formerly existed along the 
eastern edge of Chailey South Common and was superseded 
by the present road further to the west. The new route is 
less direct, about } mile longer, but avoids the top of the hill 
and passes through a considerable cutting. The old road still 
exists as a green lane for a mile, passing behind the Chailey 
Potteries, and the parish boundary follows it. 

Three-quarters of a mile farther on, at Hewen Street, 
another reconstruction was made, with large cuttings there 
and on Resting Oak Hill, } mile beyond, the soil being used to 
form a large embankment across the little valley between 
them, but the course of the road does not seem to have been 
altered appreciably at this point. 

Thus the route was improved for fast coaches mainly b) 
the formation of cuttings and embankments quite in railway 
style, and in bypassing avoidable hills, even if this involved 

a slightly longer and more twisting course. 
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Where it has been left quite derelict the road is well formed, 
about 24 ft. wide, the surface appearing to camber off to 
slight ditches at each edge. There is little trace of metalling, 
but this is very likely due to its removal for use on the new 
road in such a stoneless district 


When were these works undertaken ? Where the route of 
the road has been substantially altered it is possible to get 
some clue from old maps. Excepting the length on Chailey 
South Common which is duly shown, none of these 
improvements appear on Rocque’s map of Surrey, 1762, or 
on Gardner & Yeakell’s map of Sussex, 1795, so it seems that 
they were made after these dates. ‘The first edition of the 
rin. Ordnance Survey map, published in 1813-19 here, shows 
all of them except those at Wych Cross, Danehill, and Lane 
End Common. On the other hand, Greenwood’s map of 
Sussex, 1825, and even Figg & Baxter's, of 1861, do not 
show any except that on Stone Quarry Hill. Rocque, Gardner 
& Yeakell and the Ordnance Survey can all be taken as very 
reliable authorities at the respective dates, but it seems very 
probable that Greenwood copied extensively from earlier maps 
and was unaware of the improvements, and so also, but more 
surprisingly, Figg & Baxter. On the new small-sheet edition 
of the rin. Ordnance Survey, issued after 1870, all the 
alterations duly appear. 


Turnpike Acts were passed in 1723, 17_ :, 1766 and 1828 for 
this road from London to Highgate, Forest Row ; and in 1752 
and 1766 for the road from Offham to Wych Cross. It may 
well be that the work was carried out, after some delay, as a 
result of the 1766 Act, in the first quarter of the 19th century. 


AXES OF IGNEOUS ROCK FOUND IN SUSSEX. 
BY ELIOT CURWEN, F-.S.A. 


Prehistoric stone implements of igneous rock are sufficiently 
uncommon in Sussex to merit record. Only 48 are known to 
the writer. In the Society's general collection at Lewes there 
are nine, and in the Garaway Rice and the writer’s collections 
in the same Museum are one and ten respectively ; there are 
ten at Brighton, two at Worthing, and two at Littlehampton ; 
while eight are in the British Museum, and one each in the 
Ashmolean, Cambridge and Tunbridge Wells museums ; only 
three are known to be in private hands. 
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The object of this note is to record three ground stone axes 
of different material, but showing the same characteristics. 
that have been found at different times at Dallington. ‘Two of 
them are of igneous and one of sedementary rock. In 1938 
Capt. G. Phipps, of 
Padgham, Dallington, 
dug up in his garden 
an axe of some form 
of dolerite which he 
has kindly presented 
to the Society’s 
Museum. It is 8 ins 
long, 24ins. wide, hasa 
pointed butt and is 
oval in section. Last 
vear he found another 
axe, Fig. 2, 18 ins. 
below the surface and 
only 20 yds. from the 
site of the former 
one. It is 54 ins 
long, 2 ins. in its 
widest part near the 
cutting edge, 1.3 ins. 
in its thickest part 
the cutting edge is 
broadly convex, and 
slightly curved from 
side to side, the butt 
is pointed and the 
sectionoval onesurface 
being more convex 

AXT OF CHLORITIC SCHIST than the other. Both 

Mr. Kenneth Oakley 

and Mr. P. M. Game, of the Geological Department of the 
British Museum, consider the stone to be an altered chiloritic 
schist, the provenance of which unfortunately cannot be 
determined on account of the decomposed state of the surface 








The third axe was found in 1928 by Mr. J. C. Hudson, who 
has also kindly given it to the Societv’s Museum. It is 6 ins. 
long, 2}ins. wide, r}ins. thick, and has a broadly convex 
cutting edge, and sides which slope to a pointed butt; the 
section is a regular oval. It is made of a fine textured quartz 
grit, and is almost covered completely with a skin of iron 
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oxide. The late Mr. H. H. Thomas reported that as it contains 
glauconite it is probably one of the hard siliceous sands of the 
Greensand, and thus most likely of local origin. 

Axes with the characteristics of these three, viz., ground 
surface, pointed butt and oval section, are rare in Sussex, and 
were considered by the late Mr. Reginald Smith to belong to 
the earliest phase of the Neolithic Period, before the erection 
of the dolmens. 





FLINT DAGGERS OF THE EARLY BRONZE AGE 
FROM SUSSEX. 
By ELIOT CURWEN, F.S.A. 

One of the recent additions to the Museum is a beautiful 
specimen of an Early Bronze Age flint dagger. It was found 
when digging on the lower slopes of Stoke Down, north of 
Chichester, and the owner, who desires to be anonymous, has 
very kindly placed it on loan in our Museum. It is lanceolate 
in shape, and beautifully flaked on its two flat surfaces ; the 
patina is a pure dull white ; the length is 5 ins., the breadth 
(which is foreward of the middle) 1.5 ins., and the thickness 
0.3 ins. 


ee — peel 





Flint daggers are among the rarest and most beautifully 
worked of the stone implements found in the country. The 
latest review of the type! gives the total as 145 for Great 
Britain. In his paper Mr. Grimes supplies evidence to show 
that the flint dagger arrived in this country from Northern 


1) W. F. Grimes, P.S.£.A., vi (1931), 340. 


i 
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Europe in the Early Bronze Age with the ‘A’ type of beake: 
pottery, that is about Igoo-1700 B.C., that the main 
distribution centre was East Anglia, and that both daggers 
and ‘‘A’’ beaker alike spread northwards and westwards along 
the well-drained uplands of the chalk country. 


Sussex has yielded only two other perfect specimens of 
this implement.2 One’ was found by Mr. C. J. Attree in 1890 
in a field at the foot of Hurst Hill, four miles to the north-west 
of Horsham; the other‘ was discovered near Springhead 

T 


Clump, on the Downs in the parish of Parham, and is in the 
possession of Mr. Harry Price of Pulborough. 


The Museum contains an interesting specimen but of poor 
technique, found by Mr. Hurrell at Seaford ; it is, however, a 
fragment only, the posterior portion having been reworked 
after the butt had been broken off. In the Museum also is a 
fragment from Eastbourne and one from the late Mr. J. H. A. 
Jenner’s collection. In my own collection, in the same place, 
are fragments from Hobbs Hawth near Alfriston, from Crawley 
and from Saddlescombe, and, in addition, portions of no less 
than 12 other specimens which have been collected at different 
times from a small area within Middle Laine and Dyke Road 
Laine close to the now disused Dyke railway station in the 
parish of Poynings. These last are of interest in the suggestion 
they offer that though the type, and perhaps the best 
specimens, may have come frem Denmark and neighbouring 
countries, efforts were made with varying success to make them 
locally. 


Mr. Attree’s dagger has a notch worked in the edge of each 
side at about the middle ; this was evidently purposeful and 
connected with hafting. It is interesting to note that a flint 
dagger with wooden handle, leather sheath and cowhide strap, 
was actually found by peasants when digging peat in N 
Hanover. The butt end of the implement was wrapped 
round with a material made of a mixture of the hair of horse, 
goat, sheep and cow, and then fitted with a wooden casing. 
The sheath was of leather made from sheep skin, and was 
ornamented on one surface with an incised herring-bone 
pattern. 


(2) Since Mr. Grimes’ paper was written the specimen attribute 
to Brighton has been shown to have come from Reighton in E.. Yorkshire. 

(3) For illustration and description see S.4.C. lxix, 78 

(4) For illustration and description see S.A.C. lxxiii; 197 

(5) Proc: Prehistoric Society : N.S., ili (1937), 178 
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THE BENEFICE OF BRIGHTON WITH 
WEST BLATCHINGTON. 
By F. BENTHAM STEVENS. 

By Order in Council dated Ist January, 1940, His Majesty 
King George the Sixth afhrmed a Scheme recommended by 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners acting in pursuance of the 
Union of Benefices Measures, 1923 to 1936, and ordered that 
the Benefice of Brighton with West Blatchington should be 
dis-united as recommended by the Scheme. This provided 
that, upon the next avoidance of the united benefice of 
Brighton with West Blatchington, the union should be 
dissolved, and the Vicarage of Brighton and the Rectory of 
West Blatchington should each be a separate benefice. 

On 31st January, 1940, Canon Warde, the holder of the 
united benefice, resigned the Rectory of West Blatchington 
and the order thereupon came into effect. A new Rector of 
West Blatchington was instituted on 15th May, 1940. 


So ends a union of ecclesiastical parishes which has subsisted 
de facto for considerably over 200 years; and de jure for 
190 years. As conflicting and to some extent erroneous 
statements in regard to the union have been made in Sussex 
Archeological Collections and elsewhere, the present moment 
seems a convenient one for placing on record the true facts. 

According to an article on ‘‘ The Ecclesiastical History of 
Brighton,’ contributed by Mr. F. E. Sawyer to S.A.C., 
Volume xxix, the Burrell MSS. state that the benefices were 
united in 1744. Mr. Sawyer describes this as incorrect on 
the ground that Sir Wm. Burrell mentions three Vicars of 
Blatchington between 1750 and 1777, and suggests that the 
union took place whilst the Reverend Henry Michell was 
Vicar of Brighton about 1770. 


Mr. W. C. Renshaw, S.A.C., Volume xlix, p.168, says West 
Blatchington was annexed to Brighton in 1789. Hennessy 
also gives 1789 ws the date of the union. 

In actual fact the two benefices of Brighton and West 
Blatchington were held in plurality but as separate benefices 
from the year 1712, when William Colbron (who had in 1705 
been instituted Vicar of Brighton) was instituted Rector of 
West Blatchington on the presentation of Henry Pelham, 
John Morley Trevor and Peter Courthope. 

Colbron held the separate livings in plurality until 1744, 
and it was on his resignation of the living of Brighton in that 
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year that steps were taken to effect the legal union of the two 
benefices. By the courtesy of Mr. John S$. Widdows, of the 
Chichester Diocesan Registry, I have had access to a copy 
of the deed of union which is dated Ist August, 1744, and is 
under the seals of Matthias, Bishop of Chichester, Henry 
Campion and his wife Barbara, as patrons of the Rectory 
of the Parish Church of Bletchington (sic), William Campion 
eldest son and heir apparent of the said William and Barbara 
Campion, William Colbron, the then Rector of Blatchington, 
and Henry Michell, the then Vicar of Brighthelmstone. 


The deed provided for the patronage of the united benefice 
to be exercised alternately by the Bishop of Chichester and 
the Campion family. 


Burrell was therefore right in giving 1744 as the date of the 
union ; and Mr. F. E. Sawyer was right in thinking that the 
union took piace whilst Henry Michell was Vicar of Brighton 
but wrong in putting the date so late as 1770. His error is 
the more curious because in the same article he quotes Henry 
Michell’s monument in St. Nicholas Church, Brighton, which 
describes him, ‘* Ecclesiae apud Maresfield plus 50 annos 
Rectori, apud Blatchington Rectori et huius Ecclesiae Vicario 
plus 45 annos, qui obiit pridie cal. Nov. 1789.’ 


On the death of Henry Michell the tirst presentation to the 
united benefice was made by the Bishop of Chichester, the 
incumbent being Thomas Hudson (later the founder and 
proprietor of the Chapel Royal, Brighton). It was the date 
of his institution which was wrongly taken by Mr. W. C. 
Renshaw and by Hennessy as that of the union of the benefices 
which had been carried out 45 years earlier. 


The next presentation, that of Robert James Carr in 1804, 
was made, in accordance with the terms of the deed of union, 
by Henry Courthope Campion as trustee of the will of Henry 
Campion. All subsequent presentations, however, were made 
by the Bishop, to whom apparently the Campion right of 
alternate presentation had been surrendered, although so far 
the details of this transfer have not been traced. 


It is, perhaps, of interest to recall that of the twelve 
incumbents of the united benefice four became Bishops, two 
Archdeacons, and one Dean of Chichester. Three others died 
while still holding the benefice. No holder of the living ever 
left to take another parochial cure. 
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The two ancient parishes were never at any point contiguous, 
being separated from one another by the parishes of Preston 
and Hove (also united until 1879). 

The civil parish of Blatchington has now been divided, a 
small portion east of the Dyke Road being included in the 
County Borough of Brighton, and the remainder forming the 
north-east corner of the Borough of Hove. 


The union, it may be noted, took place some little time 
before the development of Brighton. began. Blatchington 
remained entirely rural until a few years ago, the population 
in 1931 being only ol. 





EARLY SUSSEX CHARTERS AND DOCUMENTS. 
Communicated by Miss K. M. FE. Murray, through the 
hind ness of Mr. Tavlor, of Messrs Rape & Co., Solicttors, 

Chichester. 
(continued from Vol. viii, p.143 see also p.64 
YAPTON CHARTERS 
11. Charter of Lucy in the Lane. (Latin). 

Lucy, daughter of John called the Cook (Coci), of Boxgrove, 
in her widowhood grants to William le Sartelir of Yapton, 
one rood of arable land in Yapton in the parish of Barnham, 
lying in the field called Than’vire between land of John le 
Sutor on the south and land of the said William on the north, 
and lying east and west. Witnesses: William de Bulesham, 
Robert le Covert, John Stigant, Thomas de Offvntone, 
William de Wildebrugge, Richard le Wyte, etc. YVapton, 
8 December, 1316. Seal a six-pointed star. 

12. Charter of the same. (l,atin). 

Lucy in the Lane, daughter of John le Couk of Boxgrove, 
grants to William Sartelir of Yapton and Avis his wife, one 
rood of arable land lving in the field called Le How at la 
Stanbrigge between land of the said William on each side 
and lying east and west, in the vill of Vapton. Witnesses : 
William de Bulesham, William de Elmere, Robert Covert, 
William de Wyldebrigge, Thomas de Offyngton, John Styghant, 
James le Kyng, etc. VYapton, 3 February, 1318. 


13. Charter of Roger, vicar of Felpham. (Watin). 


Roger, vicar of Felpham, grants to Peter Muleward of 
Bulsham and Joan his wife, all the land in VYapton and 
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Bulsham which he (the grantor) has of the gift and enfeoffment 
of the said Peter, paying by way of rent a pepper-corn at 
Christmas. After their deaths the land is to pass to Peter 
Denias and Rose, daughter of John Jop of Sydvngbourne, and 
their heirs, and if they have none, then to the heirs of Pete: 
Muleward. Witnesses: William Olivere, Peter atte Wik 
John Stigant, etc. Vapton, 29 September, 1377. 


13a. Charter of Peter Muleward, attached to the ahoi 
(Latin). 


Peter Muleward grants to Roger, vicar of Felpham, lands 
in Bulsham and Yapton. Witnesses: William Oliver, Peter 
ate Wik, John Stigant, Roger Schephurde, William 
Schephurde. Bulsham, 4 October, 1377 


14. Charter of Peter Muleward. (Latin). 


Peter Muleward of Bulsham grants to John Burgayn and 
William Dollvng all his lands in Vapton and Bulsham 
Witnesses : John Exton, Henrv Stigant, John Baron, Joh 
Burgevs, John Shephurde, etc. Bulsham, 6 March, 1417 


15. Charter of Peter Muleward and William Jakv 
(Latin). 


Peter Muleward and William Jakys grant to William 
Glamygan of Pagham, son of Richard Glaymgan, all the 
property in Bulsham in the parish of Yapton which they 
lately had by enfeoffment of Robert Freman. Witnesses 
Robert Camit, Robert atte Well, John Jenever’, Tohn Lende 
Richard Rombem’, etc. Vapton, 5 October, 1421. ‘Two seals 
wrapped in green cloth. 


16. Charter of Wiliam Baker. (Vatin). 


William Baker, son and heir of Juliana Lyfe, wife of John 
Lyfe of Chichester, quits claim to Henry Exton of Walberton 
Sussex, of lands which the said Henry lately had by enfeoffment 
of the said William, in Yapton, Barnham and Walberton 
Sussex. Witnesses: Henry Stegard, John Janvver, John 
Shepeherd, John Exton junior, John Boys, ete. 28 April 
1425. Seal a six-pointed star. 


17. Charter of William Jacob. (Latin). 


William Jacob grants to John Stanney the land in Vapton 
which he has by enfeoffment of Richard Hamond, clerk, 
Humfrev Henster’ and John Vvyncent. ro November, 1470 
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SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS. 
LIII.—ST. PETER, WISBOROUGH GREEN. 
The walls enclosing the two western bays of the nave are 
of great thickness and date from the early part of the 12th 
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century. ‘There are traces of herring-bone work in the west 
wall and also at the south-east angle of the nave. The Norman 
buttresses are preserved at the two western angles and also 
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in the south wall within the porch. This western part of the 
nave may have been designed as a tower, although the 
dimensions are unusual, but later in the 14th century a small 
tower was built within the south-west angle, the old external 
walls remaining as part of it on the south and west sides. An 
original window is preserved on both north and south 
elevations. The arcades of the north and south aisles are of 
the late 12th century, but the northern arches were reformed 
in the r4th century and the walls have been rebuilt, while 
part of the old south wall west of the aisle has been reduced 
in thickness above the porch. The Chancel was rebuilt in 
the 13th century and the two porches are probably of 15th 
century date, the north an elaborate timber structure and 
the south stone. Part of an arched recess, south of the 
chancel arch, preserves some interesting wall paintings, 
described and figured in S.A.C. xxii, 134-7. 
W.H.G 


SKETCHES OF SUSSEX CHURCHES.—In Sussex Notes 
and Queries, vi, p.g4, I referred to three sketchbooks, which 
had come into my possession, containing sketches of Sussex 
Churches and other buildings (with a few in Surrey and 
Hampshire), made in the year 1795, and I promised to supply 
a list for publication. The list which follows gives all the 
drawings that can be identified with the exception of a few 
landscape sketches of no architectural interest. ‘The sketch 
books measure 74 ins. 5 ins., and the drawings are most 
useful as records, since, in most cases, all sides of the Churches 
are delineated. I am still without information regarding the 
artist, whose initials are IS. The pages of the three 
sketchbooks have been numbered in pencil in one series, but 
I have differentiated the books by the letters A, B and C. 
Aldingbourne Church, A 20, A 2 
Amberley Castle, A 53, A 54, A 55 
Apuldram Church, A 67, A 77, B93, Bug 
Barlavington Church, C tro, C111 
Bersted Church, A 7. 

Bignor Church, C rr4, C 115 
Birdham Church, B 89, B go 
Bosham (distant views), A 4 
Bosham Church, B too, C 145 
Bosham Church House, C 146 

Bramshott Church (Surrev), C 123, C 126, C 127 
Burton Church, C 107 

sury Church, A 2, A 47 

Cakeham Tower (Wittering), B 85 
Chichester Cathedral (distant views), A 
Chiddingfold Church (Surrey), C 136 C 1 


5, Bag 
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Chidham Church, A 17 
Cocking Church, C 141 
Cowdray House, A 27, A 36, A 37, A 3 
Dean, East, Church (nr. Chichester), C 144 
Dean, West, Church (nr. Chichester), C 143 
Duncton Church, C 118 

irnley Church, B 83, B 84 
Eartham Church, C 157, C 158 
I;asebourne Priory Church, A 48, C 140 
Kedean Church, A 5! 
Felpham Church, B 105, B 106 
Fernhurst Church, A 43, C 134, C 13 
‘ittleworth Church, C 108, C 1to9 


\ 18 


Frensham Church (Surrey), C 120, C 121 
Funtingdon Church, B 73, B 74 


7 
Guildford (Surrey), S. Catharine’s Chapel, A 32 
Hardham Priory, A 58, A 59 

Haslemere Church (Surrey), C 130, C 131 
Headley Church (Hants), C 122, C 124, C 12 
Houghton Church, A 1 

Itchenor Church, B 81, B 8: 

Lavant, East, Church, B tor, B 102 
Linchmere Church, B 132, B 133 

Lurgashall Church, A 24, C 138, C 139 
Madehurst Church, C 116, C 117 

Merrow Church (Surrev), A 
Merston Church, B 97, B 98 
Middleton Church, A 11, Ar2, A 64 
Mundham, North, Church, B 70, B g1, B gz 
Oving Church, B 87, B 88, C 149, C 150 
Pagham Church, A 3, A 4, A 5, A 6, C159 
Petworth, Moor House, A - 

Racton Church, A 14, A t= 
Selsey Church, A 62, C 1: 
Shulbrede Priory, A 66 
Sidlesham Church, A 23, B 75, B 76 
Singleton Church, B 103, B to4 
Slindon Church, C 142 

Stoke, West, Church, A 69 

Stopham Church, C 112, C5 

Stoughton Church, C 151, C 152, C150. 
Sutton Church, A 8, A9 

fangmere Church, B 73, B 79 
Tangmere Parsonage, B 80 

fhorney, West, Church, C 147, C 148 
Thursley Church (Surrey), C 128, C 129 
rillington Church, A 68 


J 


35 


lortington Prior , 26, A 34 
Westbourne Church, A 65 
Westhampnett Church, A 28, A 29, .\ 
Wisborough Green Church, A 49, A 50 
Witley Church (Surrey A 44 

Wittering, Kast, Church, B &¢ 


Wittering, West, Church, B 95, B of 
Woolavineton Church, C 1190 


WALTER H. GODFREY 


NX) 
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THE CHURCHWARDENS’ ACCOUNTS OF WEST 
TARRING. 
Contributed by THE REV. W. J. PRESSEY, F.S.A. 
Kol. 27 
(Here four lines of MS., ging the date, names, and eleclior 
of the wardens, together with the amount recetved by them 
in the church box, have disappeared.) 
Ano’ Dni’ [1592 
Recets (Ov the margin). 
Imprimis of John Stone for 
veres rent 
Itm Rs of John P’son for 
Itm Rs of Wvliliam Cooke 
Itm Rs of John Stone hfis halfe 
veres rent 
Itm Rs of John P’son for his halfe veres 
rent 
Itm Rs of Eaward Cooke for his landscote 
Itm Rs of Turners wife 
Itm Rs of Will’m Cooke for breaking 
of the churche lande vis 

(Lhe right-hand portion of this folio, on which the various 

amounts were given, is missing. The resi of the folio is blank.) 


Fol. 27a 
[Itm paid} at the | Visita jcion at 
|Chech jester [for mans meat] & 


horsemeat vjs vid 
[Itm paid for| the fyrst quarter byll viijd 
Iti paid for the} sendinge in of the ae 
quarter byll [at michaelm jas ii 
Itm paid to John| James for the cloke . vijd 
{Itm paid for mak jinge of the bell roppes viijd 
(Itm paid for brom les candels & paper - 113d 
[Itm paid for .. of lether for the 
belles — iijd 
(Itm paid for the| cristmas quarter byl iiijd 
[Itm payd for| o'r Lady day quarter bylle liijd 
Itm payd for the ringers unto harbley vijd 
Itm payd unto feild unto (sic) for work xijd 
Itm for nayles payd jd 
Itm payd for Lead for the clock jd 
Itm paid for nayles & mending of the | nd 
Soweth doer s iii 





me to 


fg feed feed feed feed feed fed fey 
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Itm paid to Henry Boaland for aborde for 


ye clocke ——— --——---——-—--__-_----—. -— vjd 
Itm a pick axe ——————__________ — vid 
Itm for wasshing of the churche clothes —---——-———— iiijd 


Som  Xxiiijs. 
Sept’o die mensis Maij 1593 
The daye & yere above said it is agreed 
among the neighbours of Tarring that no 
Knylles shall be rung for any of Heene & 
Derington except the rycher sortt paie xiid 
the pore iiijd 


Fol. 28 
Sext’ die mensis Maij Ano’ Dni’ 1593 
‘The daye & yere above said was 
chowsen 2 churche wardens for | 
the churche of Tarring Henry — xxvijs 1d 
Barnard & John wicar & they 
Rs in the churche boxe 
Resevid of Jhon P’sonn for a fyne for the 


chearch land ——— ee ee, 
Resevid of Fion F P’sonn for mychelmas 
Reant ————— ‘ es ae ae ee vis 


Rs of Jhon stone for micalmas ay 
Rs of Rafe Winckfeld for beryalls 
Rs of Jhon Stone for oure ladyes Reant 
Rs of Jhon P’son[n for} o'r ladyes Reant 
geuen to the ch{earch by| henery cooke 
geuen to the cheu[rch}| by thomas hamp 
Som itij li xvjs xjd 
the aconnt of Henry Barnard & John Weeker the xxixth ol 
December 1594 and of their aconnt remaynith xijs vjd 
(Lhe rest of this folio, which ts very badly mutilated, and 
the lower right-hand portion of which is missing, is blank) 


Fol. 28a 

Itm layd out at the visitacyon - Vjs viijd 
Itm payd to the somner then viijd 
Itm sendying in of the ferst byll viijd 
Itm for bred and wyne at Wytsonetyd — ixd 
Itm for qarrells ———— vjs 
Itm for nayls and mendyng the lyten gat —_ ijd 


Itm for mendyi ing the glas wendos ———————__— iijs 
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Itm for mans meat at chechester = of 


June - ———— lijs tijd 
Itm payd in the court then — ~ ~— xijd 
‘Itm payd] to the somner at messomer for 

a byll —— - - iiijd 
(Itm payd for} bred and wyne xxx day of 

Septembe1 - —vjd 
\Itin} payd for our bell of pesentment | et 
at mijchelmas sending to chechester _f _— 
Itm payd to Jhon benat for youn James xvjd 
Itm for wetlether - - - vjd 
itm for trussing of the great belt - ——-_—___—___—- ijs 
and for naylls — -— ———— 1d 
Itm payd to Jhon James xix of September 

toward the clocke - - — Viljs 
Itm for bell rops — : —— xd 
Itm payd a cronacion day to the Rings ——— ijs vjd 
Itm for bred and wine at crismas ~ —___—— xd 
Itm for laying of the —_ - -—- xviijd 
Itm for trusing the second bell -~ xviijd 
{Itm for} sope - —- — ———— ijd 
Itm for bromes —— - —-—--~--_—_—- jd 
Itm for oyle for the clocke —----- —__—__ > jd 
Itm payd to the glasher ———- - ————-——— vs xd 
Fol. 28a, line 6.- Lyten gat The church-yard gate. Lyten is from 

Lictun, the Saxon word for a burying-place 

Fol. 28a, line 11 ‘ Messomey’’ read Midsummer 
Fol. 28a, line 18.—‘* Wetlether’’ read white leather.* ‘This was for 


the baldricks of the bells. The baldrick was the leather strap which 
fastened the bell-clapper to the ring at the crown of the bell 
Obviously it would need frequent renewal 


Fol. 28a, line 19.—“‘ trussing.”’ ‘his has reference to the strengthening 
of the timbers of the bell-cage, by means of a diagonal brace. 

Fol. 28a, line 24.—‘' Cronacion day tu the Rings’’ read Coronation 
day to the Ringers.” 

Fol. 28a, line 26.—"' laying of the qavels,’’ i.e., fixing the ‘* quarries 


or diamond-shaped pieces of glass for the church windows. 


SUSSEX ARCHASOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 


I.—MEETINGS.—The provisional programme of meetings, 
arranged before the war entered its more acute stage in May, 
has perforce had to be cancelied. The first meeting was to 
have been a walk on the Downs conducted by Mr. I. D. 
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Margary, F.S.A., but before the date fixed he had, in pursuance 
of an offer made by him before war broke out, rejoined the 
Army. In view of conditions in June no attempt was made 
to carry through the Hastings meeting, and this was fortunat 
as an order prohibiting pleasure visits to Hastings came int 
force on the very day on which the meeting would have been 
held. It was decided to abandon the later meetings also. 

All members will join in wishing that Mr. Margary’s period 
of service may not be prolonged and that at no distant dat 
he may be able to resume his archwological studies whicl 
have already borne so much fruit. 


Il.—SussEX NOTES AND QUERIES.— The Council is happy 
to be able to announce that at its request the editorship oi 
Sussex Notes and Queries has been undertaken by Mr. 
Arundeli J. K. Esdaile, Litt.D., of Leams End, West Hoathly 
Sussex. 


Mr. Esdaile, as many readers will be aware, las recently 
retired from the important post of Secretary of the British 
Museum, which he held from 1926 to 1940. Before becoming 
Secretary, he had for 23 years been in the Department ot 
Printed Books of the Museum. 


It need hardly be said that as Secretary of the Britis] 
Museum Mr. Esdaile has had unique opportunities of keeping 
in touch with all branches of learning. He is also the autho1 
of numerous books, and an expert in bibliography. Moreovei 
he comes of a family long associated with the northern portion 
of the Rape of Lewes, and particularly with Ardingly, East 
Grinstead, Horsted Keynes and West Hoathly. Mrs. Esdaile 
is well known as an authority on monumental statuary 


The Society may indeed count itself fortunate in having 
secured as Editor of its quarterly journal a scholar with such 
wide knowledge and varied experience 

II].—Mr. AND Mrs W. H. HAyneEs.—Older members of 
the Society, and especially those who had occasion to visit 
Lewes Castle frequently during the years which followed the 
last war, will learn with regret of the death on 6th June of 
Mrs. Haynes, followed on roth July by that of her husband 
Mr. W. H. Haynes. 


Mr. and Mrs. Haynes were appointed as custodian 
Lewes Castle and Barbican House in rg13. On 2nd August 
1914, he was re-called to the Navy and served throughout the 


war. When, as the result of his prolonged service afloat, hi 
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health broke down in 1g27, Mr. and, Mrs. Haynes wer 
transferred to Anne of Cleves House, and acted as custodians 
there until 1935. 

The years dumng which Mr. and Mrs. Haynes were 
responsible for the Castle were those in which the number of 
visitors was greatest, and they always discharged their heavy 
duties with complete satisfaction to all concerned. ‘They also 
did valuable work as the first custodians at Anne of Cleves 
House ; and the Society has never had more loyal and devoted 
servants. 

1V.—CouNCLL MEETING.—The Council met on Wednesday, 
ioth July, at Barbican House, when 14 members were present. 
Brig.-General lk. G. Godirey-laussett was in the Chair. 
Previous to the meeting the members co-opted Dr. Arundell 
lysdaile on to the Council, in place of the late Miss M. 8. 
Holgate. He then took his seat at the table. 

The Rev. W. Budgen, F.5.A., was appointed a Delegate to 
the Conference oi the British Records Association, and Dr. 
i. C. Curwen, I.5.A., and Mr. 1. D. Margary, F.S.A., Delegates 
to the Congress of Archzological Societies. 

Dr. HKsdaile consented to take Miss Holgate’s place as 
Editor ot Sussex Notes and Quen 


The Council agreed that under present circumstances it was 
impossible to hold any outdoor meetings this summer. 

Seven uew members were elected and the loss of seven 
others by death and filtcen by resiguation was reported. 

The proceedings of the Finance Committee were approved. 
The Hon. ‘Treasurer stated that there was suthcient money 
in hand to pay for the Ig40 volume. 

The report of the Museum Committee contaimed a 
recommendation to the Council that the offer of Dr. Eliot 
Curwen to present to the Society the valuable collection ol 
microliths trom the Horsham district, made by the late Mr. 
ky. J. A. Pitlard, and his uncle, Mr. Attree, should be accepted, 
Dr. Curwen’s ouly stipulation being that the Society should 
provide a suitabie cuse ol giass-covered drawers for the 
collection. ‘The estimated cost of this was £38 15s. The 
Councilaccepted the recommendation, and thanked Dr. Curwen 
for his very generous offer. 


‘The Hon. Librarian said that several new books had been 
presented io the Library. 














‘ 
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‘The Curator of Deeds reported that he had received parcels 
of deeds from the British Records Association and from Mr. 
J. E. Ray. It was suggested that a circular should be sent 
out to all solicitors in Sussex urging them not to destroy any 
old deeds in their custody. 


GIFT TO THE SOCIETY.—It may be oi interest to record 
a gift from Mr. kK. J. Matthews-Hughes, of 13 Wilbury Road, 
Hove, which has been placed in the Barbican Museum and 
which consists of a blunderbuss and three pistols. 


The donor states that they came from his mother’s family 
of L, Hermite, a Huguenot family settled in Jersey 1500-1700, 
and that his great-great-grandfather, Philip L’Herimite 
(1711-82) came to England and changed the spelling of his 
name to Lermitte; that his great-grandfather, Thomas 
Lermitte (1748-18260) lived at Colney Hatch and his 
grandfather, James Lermitte (1787-1861) at Friern Barnet 
and East Finchley. 


The family tradition is that the pistols and blunderbuss 
were, aS a guard against highwaymen, carried by a man on 
horseback who accompanied Mr. Thomas Lermitte’s carriage 
when he drove to the Opera across Finchley Common 


There are three pistols, a pair with long and one with short 
cylindrical tapering barrels, the former bearing the makers 
name of ‘‘ Hadley, London’”’ and the latter of ‘ Joiner, 
London. 


They all have silver lion masks on the butts ; the stocks 
are piqué with scrollwork in silver wire and are probably 
nud 18th century in date, whilst the biunderbuss, which bears 
the maker’s name of ‘‘ Barbar,” is of later date, c. 1500 


So the pistols were probably originally the property ol 
Philip Lermitte and the blunderbuss that of Thomas Lermitte. 


The gift, with the account of the provenance of the articles 
comprised in it, is a very welcome one It is hoped to 
publish short accounts of future gifts to the Museum as they 
occur, 

Jj. B. CALDECOT'!I 
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NOTES. 


ROMAN POTTERY NEAR PEVENSEY AND WESTHAM 
RAILWAY STATION.-—-The observation by Mr. C. FE. C-H. 
Burton! on the finding of Iron Age ABC and Roman pottery 
in the field south of Gregory’s Lane, just to the south of 
Pevensey Station, is of considerable interest in view of the 
suggestion, tentatively put forward by me with relation to 
the Roman road through Westham,? that there was probably 
a small harbour settlement near the railway station, since 
this would account for the angles which the road appears to 
have made in approaching Anderida. 

I had not been able to trace any previous finds at the 
west end of Westham in support of this theory, but Mr. 
Burton's discovery now proves Roman occupation on the 
south-west side of the inlet, and this renders its use as a 
harbour extremely probable. 

I. D. MARGARY. 


A 13th CENTURY RECTOR OF FORD.-—In Waddesdon 
and Over Winchendon, by C. Oscar Moreton (S.P.C.K. 1929), 
p-211, there occurs among the rectors of Waddesdon :- 
William de Rogate, in minor orders, resigned the Church of 
Fordes in Chichester diocese and the Chapel of Balileghlin in 
Ireland. He was instituted at Waddesdon 11th July, 1297, 
and vacated in 1326. ‘The source of this information appears 
to be the Lincoln Episcopal Registers, I. 330. 

WALTER H. GODFREY 


JOHN ‘‘WORLE ”’ OR BORLE, RECTOR OF TARRING. 
In the account of Poynings by the Rev. T. A. Holland in 
S.A.C. (xv, p.1, e¢ seg) several references are made to Jolin 
Worle, rector of Tarring, who was an executor to the will of 
Michael Lord Poynings (13 Sept. 1368). In John’s will (22 
Sept. 1372) his name is spelt Borle, and it is worth noting 
that he left a hundred shillings to his vicar Robert Balle 
who may have been a relative. Mr. Holland further states 
that John Worle (or Borle) became rector of Poynings in 
1308, but his will describes him as rector of Tarring, although 
he left a legacy of twenty shillings to the fabric of Poynings 
Church, at that time being completed. I can find no trace 
of a personal name of Worle in Sussex, but in the Sussex 
Subsidy of 1327 there appear Geoffery, Robert and William de 

(1) S.N.Q. vili, 43-44 

(2) S.4.C. lxxx, 39 
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Borle, under the vills of Crawley, Worth and ‘ Borle,”’ the 
latter being Burleigh Arches, a manor of the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. In 1366-7 the name of John Borle occurs in a 
‘ine relating to Horsham and in a subsidy of 1379, John Borle 
occurs at Wivelsfeld. The proper reading therefore of the 
name of the rector of West Tarring (which also belonged to 
the Archbishop) may I think be taken as John Borle, and 
this correction should be made in my reference to him in 
S.N.Q. iv, p.112 


WALTER H. GODFREY 


SUSSEX FAIRS.—-The connection between local fairs or 
wakes and the dedication of the Parish Church is well illustrated 
in the Sussex Record Society’s new volume xliv, 63 and 66. 


PARISH FAIR OR WAKE DEDICATION OF CHURCH 
Ardingly Wake on the day of the St. Peter (but may have 
\postles Peter & Paul been originally to both 
saints as at Firle, see 
S.N.Q. i, 252 
Crawley Fair in the feast of the St. John Baptist 
Beheading of St. John the 
Baptist 
Cuckfield lair in the feast of the Holy Trinity 


Holy Trinity 
lair & wake in the feast 
of the Nativity of B.V.M 


Hoathly | West Wake on St. Margaret’s St.Margaret (seeS.A.C 
Davy Ixvi, 233 

ilurstpierpoint lair on the day of St St. Lawrence (é.¢., th 
Taurence the Martyr original church, not the 


modern one dedicate: 
to the Holy Trinity 
See S.R.S. xliti 


Portslade Fair on the day of St St. Nicholas 
Nicholas the Bishop 

Westmeston air on St. Martin’s St. Martin (see S.A 
Day Xvi, I 

Wivelsfield Scotesforde [in Wivelsfield St. John Baptist 


wake on the day of the 
Nativity of St. John Baptist 


, 


Brighton had a fair in the Feast of St. Bartholomew the 
Apostle, but the old parish church is dedicated to St. Nicholas 
The fair was doubtless connected with the Chapel of St. 
Bartholomew, belonging to Lewes Priory. Two Brighton 
streets, Bartholomews and Market Street, are close to the site 
t chapel and fair. 


ot 


H.J. 
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SURFACE FLINT-CHIPPING SITES IN WEST SUSSEX. 


4 { 


During the winter of 1937-38 flint chipping sites were 
observed by the writer in several places in West Sussex, 


between Petworth and Woolbeding. They are all on the 
surface of ploughed fields. The implements and flint debris 
found are of the micro-lithic tvpe usual in the Surrey-Sussex 
Greensand district! and its immediate neighbourhood. ‘The 


only exception is a find though incomplete leaf-shaped 
Neolithic arrowhead from Bridgelands 1. 

The most interesting point about these sites is their position 
in relation to the topography of the countryside. ‘They all 
lie on south slopes near springs or a considerable stream of 
water. The site at Upperton, near Petworth, is on the slope 
above the River Rother (Field 239 & 261)2. The Lodsworth 
site overlooks large springs and a small marsh (Field 195). 
Bridgelands 1 and 2 are situated on a south slope nearest to 
a tributary of the River Rother, just above flood level (Field 
713 and 165). Woolbeding is on the south slope of Henley 
Hill above the River Rother (Field 93). 

It should be noted that all these sites lie within a few miles 
of the large and well-known station on Blackdown Hill, and, 
except Woolbeding, are in sight of it. I am indebted to Dr. 
Curwen for information as to the previous publication of 
these sites. 


QUERIES. 


HALSTED FAMILY IN LEWES REGISTERS.—Mr. A. H 
Bryant enquires whether the parish registers of IYewes churches 
have been transcribed. He would be interested to know 
whether the name of Halsted occurs, either in Lewes or its 
neighbourhood, between 1600 and 1700. He has traced the 
family pretty extensively in the Chichester district from about 
1690 onwards. 


SMOCK LICENCE.—In the Poling parish register (which I 
have recently transcribed) occurs the following marriage 
1695—Apr. 1. John Burrey and Joan Oaver were marrved 
by a smock license.” 
I The Mesolithic Age in Britain Dr Clark 


From the O.S. May 
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I have not met the phrase in any other register elsewhere 
Can anyone please suggest the meaning ? 
The entrv in the Bishop’s Transcripts merelv records ‘‘ by 
Banns.”’ 
W. H. CHALLEN 


DRAWING OF A HOUSE AT CHICHESTER.—In the 
Archeological Journal, Vol. 1 (1845), on page 165 occurs the 
following :—‘‘ Mr. C. R. Smith exhibited a coloured drawine 

. forwarded by Mr. Robert Elliott of a fresco painting 
recently discovered in pulling down an old house in Chichester 
the property of Mr. Masor The painting is in two 
compartments, the upper of which represents a row of houses : 
the lower figures of birds and flowers. The date is apparently 
the sixteenth century.” Is anything ! 
its site, and of the present whereabouts of the drawings ? 

WALTER H. GODFREY 


nown of the house or 


REPLIES. 


SINGLETON TERRIERS (S.N.Q. vii, 6, 62).—I think the 
explanation of ‘“‘ the white of a cow’”’ quite untenable. A 
friend who has been dairy farming for five-and-twenty vears 
assures me that beestings (she calls it “ bastings,”’ which is 
presumably an invasion of the dairy by the speech of the 
kitchen) is not white but yellow as custard. Also to suggest 
that beestings was tithed and milk not is on a par witl 
mentioning asparagus among kitchen garden produce and 
omitting potatoes. The word ‘‘ white,” or its Anglo-French 
equivalent, was actually used for milk; thus Walter of 
Henley, an early 





writer on estate management, gives figure 
for vields of cheese and butter, and explains that if dairymaids 
cannot reach these figures it is far Ja veson ke eus dounen 


castent e manguent del hlar 


It is not quite correct to sav that the word “ Stich ”’ is in 
no dictionarv : it appears in the Oxford English Dictionar 


is “‘ Stitch, sb 3,’ meaning “a strip of ploughed land between 
two water-furrows ’’: many years ago I concluded that as 

unit of measurement it equalled a rood: but I cannot at the 
noment give mv authoritv ‘Hilve,”’ as the copvhold 


convevancers wrote the word, is a variant of “‘ half ’’ fan acre 


Rd. i. Lamond p.26; ef. the rather free translation on p.5 
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Is it not high time to abandon the ancient blunder that a 
vardland was “usually thirty acres"? It originates, I 
believe, from the Domesday Book account of a single manor 
somewhere down in the shires ;? the evidence I have found in 
West Sussex is never for a yardland of anywhere near this size, 
but usually of about fifteen acres (and customary acres at 
that). 

Let it not be supposed that the Singleton Terriers are in 
any way unique ; similar records, usually of the same dates, 
exist for most Sussex parishes, in Chichester Archdeaconry at 
least. W.D.P 


AN INVENTORY OF 1804 (S.N.Q. viii, 40-42).—Is not 
‘“ Baken ”’ at least as likely to be “ baking’’ as ‘‘ bacon ”’ ? 

3unters '’ are presumably for bunting (S.N.(. vii, 248), 7.¢., 
bolting hutches. I am uneasy about “ ribspares,”’ as joints of 
pork have no business in the pantry, but can make no better 
suggestion. A spud is not a spade, but a spade-shaped blade 
about 3 ins. by 2 ins. on the end of a long handle, used fo: 
cutting down weeds, especially thistles. I cannot explain 
** spards.”’ W.D.P. 


HALSTED FAMILY IN LEWES REGISTERS (S.N.0. viii). 

-I have a transcript of the registers of All Saints, Lewes, for 
the following dates :—-Baptisms, 1561 to 1693; Marriages, 
1567 to 1694; Burials, 1506 to 1654. The name of Halsted 
does not occur. I do not know of any other transcriptions. 
In the publications of the Sussex Record Soctety will be found 
extracts from the will of Thomas Halstede of North Marden 
(dated 1508). There is also a fine of the 46, Edward III, in 
which John Halstede is conceryed. In 1641-2 (West Sussex 
Protestation Returns) four members of this family occur at 
Boxgrove, three at East Dean and one at Felpham. 

W.H.LG 


SPITTER.-—Mr. Secretan notes the expression ‘ spitting a 
piece of ground’ as used by his men. 


PAVED FOOTPATHS. I remember 60 years ago a paved 
footpath along what was then a quiet lane between Haywards 
Heath and Cucktield. If there is any record of its construction 
it might be some help to Mr. Secretan’s question. 

i. G. GODFREY-FAUSSET1 


(2) The Doomsday Inquest A. Ballard, p.32 





th in ie 
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MIDHURST (S.N.Q. viii, 62).—-Midhurst as a Parliamentary 
Borough lost one Member under the Reform Act of 1832 and 
the other Member under the Redistribution of Seats Act, 1885 


Midhurst is mentioned in para. 15 of the Report of the 
Commissioners of 1876 amongst the places which either had 
not been municipal or had long since ceased to be so, and 
under sect. 3 of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1883, it was 
declared not to be a Corporate Town and any Municipal or 
other Corporation thereof was dissolved and all property of 
the Corporation or any member or officer was directed to be 
applied for the public benefit of the inhabitants in accordance 
with a scheme to be framed by the Charity Commissioners o1 
the Local Government Board. 

The Sussex Archeological Society appoint one Trustee of 
the Midhurst Town Trust. 

G. D. JOHNSTON 


REVIEWS. 

The Victoria County History of Sussex, Vol. vit, The Rape 
of Lewes.—-The appearance of the volume of the Victoria 
County History which deals with the Rape of Lewes is an 
event of major importance for all who are interested in the 
history of Sussex. For without in any way disparaging the 
other Rapes, Lewes has, at any rate since the Norman 
Conquest, held a special place in the County. It was at Lewes 
that William de Warenne, to whom so large a slice of Sussex 
was allotted by the Conqueror, built his Castle. It was at 
Lewes that he founded the Priory of St. Pancras which 
became the principal Cluniac monastery in England. It was 
from Lewes that so many Sussex landowners administered 
their estates, and in Lewes that they had town houses ; and 
Lewes, notwithstanding the growth of monstrous coastal 
wens, is still the County town 

The Rape of Lewes, moreover, in modern times at least, 
has a population much larger than any of the other Rapes, 
and not much less than a third of the population of the 
county, so that this volume should find many purchasers. 
Incidentally the Sussex Archeological Society originated in 
the discovery of remains of the Priory of St. Pancras at Lewes, 
and its headquarters have always been in the county town. 

The volume follows in general plan the scheme adopted for 
the previous volume which dealt with the Rape of Hastings 
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It opens with an account of the Rape and then deals 
exhaustively with the Borough of Lewes. Each of the 13 
hundreds is then dealt with in turn, parish by parish; and 
for each parish there is a short topographical preamble, 
followed by a description of the ancient houses in the parish, 
a summary of its manorial history, a description and plan of 
the Church, and a history of the advowson. The parish which 
occupies most space is, not unnaturally, Brighton; and if the 
idea still lingers that Brighton had no history prior to Dr. 
Russell and the Prince Regent it will be dispelled by a perusal 
of this lengthy article with its elaborate manorial details. 

The church plans throughout have been prepared by Mr. 
W. H. Godfrey, F.R.I.B.A., F.S.A., whose work needs no 
introduction to readers of Sussex Notes and Queries. Many 
of the plans have indeed already appeared in these pages, and 
they form a most valuable record of the churches of the Rape. 

The space devoted to architectural notes on ancient houses 
is a new and welcome feature in a county history, and marks 
the growing appreciation of the importance of domestic 
architecture. Nothing less than a castle or a mansion received 
any attention from Horsfield or Lower, but now many farm 
labourers’ cottages are considered worthy of detailed notice. 

The value of the Victoria County History is greatly 
enhanced by the numerous changes which are taking place 
in the structure of English life. The manorial system is now 
passing into history—after the end of 1940 manorial rights 
will be obsolete—and it is fortunate that it has been possible 
to collect so much detail about manors before they are lost 
in the twilight of the past. Again local government boundaries 
are continually being changed and ancient parishes merged 
in others or shorn of territory, and unless these alterations 
are accurately recorded the task of research workers in the 
future will be immensely complicated. As an instance, 
Crawley, which in ancient times was in the Rape of Lewes 
and is therefore rightly included in this volume, has since 
1895 been transferred to West Sussex, so that it now has little 
or no connection with Lewes or its Rape. 

Another special feature of the volume is the series of 
excellent illustrations. Many of these are reproductions of 
old prints and are in themselves most valuable records of 
buildings now enlarged or altered or demolished. There is also 
by way of contrast an excellent air photograph taken in 1938, 
but even this is already a historical docurment for it shows only 
the vacant site of Brighton’s latest, and worst, skyscraper ! 
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Mr. Salzman, by completing the heavy task of editing this 
volume, has once again earned the gratitude of Sussex 
archeologists ; and we shall all wait impatiently for the 
succeeding volumes of the series. 

F.B.S. 





RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


Chichester Wills and Administrations, 1520-1800. ‘This 
book, published by the British Record Society as Vol. 64 of 
The Index Library, will be welcomed by all interested in 
Sussex history. It is, in effect, a supplement to the Chiches/e» 
Wills edited by the late Edw. Alexr. Fry and published as 
Vol. 49 of The Index Library. The volume comprises: (1) 
Administrations granted by the Chichester Consistory Court, 
1555-1800, (2) Wills and Administrations in the Peculias 
Court of the Archbishop oi Canterbury, 1520-16070, and (3) 
Wills and Administrations in the Peculiar Court of the Dean 
of Chichester, 1577-1800. A copy has been placed in the 
Library of the Sussex Archeological Society at Lewes by the 
courtesy of the publishing Society. 

W.B 


Records of the barony and Honou? Of the Rape of Lewes. 
Edited by Arnold J. Taylor, M.A., F.R.Hist.S., being Volume 
44 of the publications of the Sussex Record Society. In this 
volume Mr. Taylor has brought together a number of records 
bearing upon the administration of the jurisdiction exercised 
by the Lords of the Rape of Lewes. The main record, 
published by kind permission of the Duke of Norfolk, is a 
series of Court Rolls of the Barony covering the period from 
June, 1265, to August, 1266 ; these are printed in the original 
Latin. ‘There then follow in an English translation Extracts 
from Court Rolls of about 100 years later and two Account 
Rolls of the Barony, and finally a number of Inquisitions 
and Extents, 1265-1300, concerning lands within the Rape. 
The nearness in date of the early series of rolls to the 
culmination of the Barons’ War at the Battle of Lewes (1264) 
is brought out by two references to the war, one (p.23) to a 
prisoner of the Earl (de Warenne) in his castle at Reigate 
‘“ because he was against him in the time of the trouble in 
the kingdom,’ and the other (p.26) referring to 25 sheep 
belonging to the Chaplain of Hamsey which were in the custody 
of the Earl at Brittelmeston, because they were seized by the 
Karl's men ‘‘ in the time of the war.’ 
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Besides the usual Index of Names and Places, the volume 
has a useful Index Rerum which, in addition to serving to 
some extent as a glossary to the Latin portion of the rolls, 
draws attention to many points of interest. For example, 
one notices the variety of articles that were from time to time 
seized as security for a defendant's appearance to answer the 
claim made against him. In one such case (p.26) a hatchet, 
a hauberk, and a trivet were taken, and in another, a pick, 
a hoe and a spade, but more frequently the distraint was made 
upon farm stock. 

W.B. 


Lhe Parish Registers of Last Blatchington, Sussex, 
1563-1804.—-Transcribed by the Rev. John H. Layton, 
formerly Curate of the parish, and Frank R. Williams, 
Churchwarden. 

The transcription of Parish Registers and their publication 
as printed books or in typescript is at all times to be warmly 
commended, but this little book, printed by a hand press, 
deserves a special word of praise as an example of how 
difficulties can be overcome and success achieved. The parish 
and Mr. Williams are both to be congratulated. Copies can 
be obtained from Mr. Frank R. Williams, 31, Kedale Road, 
Kast Blatchington, Seaford, price 3s. 6d. 

W.B. 


St. Margaret, Angmering.—The collection of information 
concerning this parish church by a parishioner is a labour of 
love that must always earn commendation, for it shows an 
interest in, and appreciation of, the historical values which 
are too often neglected to-day. It will, how ‘ver, be readily 
admitted that such collections as are published differ widely 
in their usefulness. ‘The Sussex Archeological Society has set 
a standard, in its series of Church Guides, of accuracy and 
consistency which, while it may contrast with the more 
loosely gathered treasuries of local tradition and anecdote, 
does not presume to deny to the latter their measure of merit 
in so far as they contribute to the general store of knowledge. 
The pamphlet under review is pleasantly and conscientiously 
written and the woodcuts with which it is illustrated, though 
not architecturally informative, are pleasant compositions 
We are grateful to the author for contradicting the legend 
that the rebuilding of 1852-3 (which robbed the church of its 
interest) was the result of a local benefactor winning the 
Derby Stakes at Epsom. The plan, inserted in the pamphlet, 
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was prepared for the Sussex Archeological Society's visit to 
Angmering in 1938. but as far as is known no permission 
was sought from the Society for its use and no acknowledgment 
is given, an omission that no doubt was inadvertent but should 
be remedied. One correction is required: the dedication of 
the now demolished church of East Angmering was to St. 
Nicholas, not St. Peter, as may be seen by a reference to the 
will of Nycolas Gillam of 1522 (Sussex Record Society xii, 
p.22). The note on St. Margaret, the patron saint of the 
present church of West Angmering, might have referred more 
specifically to the dragon, which so often accompanies 
representations of the Saint, following her submissively at the 
end of a chain. The list of rectors is not carried back beyond 
the date of the union of the two parishes in 1593. 


Papworth’s ‘‘Ordinary of Arms.”—A new edition of 
Papworth’s Ordinary of Arms is projected by the Society of 
Antiquaries, funds having become available from the bequest 
of the late Lt.-Col. G. B. Croft Lyons. 


The book, which was published in 1874, has long been out 
of print and is difficult to obtain. It has never been superseded, 
but has of course been left by the course of time somewhat 
incomplete and out of date. A new edition therefore requires 
fresh work, which can only be done by the co-operation of 
heralds and antiquaries in collecting the material. The Society 
of Antiquaries invites such help, which should take the form 
of schedules of heraldic material in Arms on tombs and 
buildings, and on seais, heraldic MSS. and collections, and 
existing catalogues of any of these classes. 

Those in Sussex willing to help are asked to communicate 
in the first place with the Secretary of this Society. Others, 
who can provide general material should communicate direct 
with the Editors, two Fellows of the Society of Antiquaries, 
Mr. $5. M. Collins and Mr. A. R. Wagner, Portcullis Pursuivant, 
at the Society’s Rooms, Burlington House, Piccadilly, 
London, W.1. 





OBITUARY. 


MISS MARY SCARLETT HOLGATE, F.S.A. 
lor the past 10 years Sussex Notes and Queries has been 
edited with marked success by Miss Mary Scarlett Holgate, 
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of Ardingly, who died on Sunday, 5th May, 1940. A brief 
announcement of her death appeared in the May issue, for 
which she had herself collected the material, although illness 
had compelled her to hand over to another the task of seeing 
it through the press, but it was not possible adequately to 
place on record her services to the Sussex Archeological 
Society. Some attempt to do this will now be made. 


Miss Holgate had family connections with Sussex—her 
maternal grandfather was successively Vicar of Horsham and 
Rector of Bexhill-—but it was not until about 1900 that she 
came with her father to live at Ardingly. In 1905 she joined 
the Society, and soon began to study the history of her own 
parish of Ardingly, publishing many useful notes in the parish 
magazine, and gradually widening the scope of her researches 
to include neighbouring parishes. 


In this way she gradually became an authority on her own 
district, and was brought into touch with Mr. Salzman and 
Mr. C. Hugh Chalmers. In 1924 she was elected a member of 
the Council. A few months later Sussex Noles and Queries 
began to appear under the guiding hand of the Rev. Walter 
Budgen, F.S.A. From the first Miss Holgate interested herself 
in this new venture. She contributed valuable notes to each 
of the first three issues, and her name or initials appear 
frequently throughout the first two volumes. When at the 
end of 1929 Mr. Budgen found himself unable to continue 
the editorial work, the Council asked Miss Holgate to undertake 
it. This she consented to do “ for one year until someone 
else could be found.’ Fortunately for the Society no one else 
was found; and Miss Holgate’s editorship continued until her 
death, although she found herself compelled to accept help 
with the last issue (February, 1940). The task of producing 
punctually every three months a journal dealing with a varied 
range of subjects, and of keeping in touch with numerous 
and sometimes exacting, contributors must always be heavy 
and Miss Holgate was not one to neglect any detail or spare 
any effort. She devoted herself to the work with untiring 
energy : and her wide learning, her scholarly outlook and her 
practical experience of contemporary Sussex life made her an 
ideal editor. During the past few vears her health had been 
obviously failing, but her enthusiasm in no way abated. 
Indeed to those of us who were closely associated with her 
and saw something of the difficulties against which she had 
to contend, the most vivid recollection of her will always be 
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the fierce determination and undaunted tenacity with which 
she continued her task long after physical weakness would 
have justified her in asking to be relieved. 

Miss Holgate came of a family with legal and ecclesiastical 
connections—her father and her brother were both barristers 
~and, while she never allowed her personal inclinations to 
interfere with the width of her sympathies, her own individual 
interests lay mainly in the sphere of topography and manorial 
and parochial records. Reference has already been made to 
her researches into Ardingly history, and it was on the sound 
foundation of thorough knowledge of her own locality that 
she built her archzological work as a whole. ‘Thus she 
contributed to Sussex Archeological Collections articles on 
‘The Manors of the Archbishops in Sussex’’ (Vol. Ixviii, p.269), 

The Canons’ Manor of South Malling ’’ (Vol. Ixx, p.183) 
and ‘‘ Badshurst in Lindfield ’’ (Vol. Ixxi, p.216), while her 
personal contributions to Sussex Notes and Queries included 
‘The Roman Road to Portslade ” (Vol. 2, p.33), ‘‘ The Sussex 
Manors of Francis Carewe’”’ (Vol. 3, p.137), ‘‘ The Sussex 
Lands of Thomas de Poynings (Vol. 5) and ‘‘ Old Lands and 
Ancient Demesne ’’ and “ The Lost Convent of Ramsted ”’ 
(Vol. 7). 

Miss Holgate, in view of the direction of her researches, 
naturally supported the Sussex Record Society, which she 
joined in 1919. From October, 1927, until her death she was 
a member of the Council and frequently represented Sussex 
at meetings of the British Record Society. She edited for the 
Sussex Record Society a volume (xxxiii) of Sussex Inquisitions 
extracted from a Rawlinson MS. in the Bodleian Library, 
Oxford, and paid the whole cost of the publication of this 
volume. 

Another subject to which Miss Holgate devoted much 
attention was that of Place Names. She was the Sussex 
correspondent of the English Place Name Society and supplied 
much material for the two volumes on Sussex in the Survey 
of English Place Names. Professor Mawer, in his preface to 
the Sussex volumes, wrote ‘“‘ To Miss Holgate our debt is very 
great indeed. On her has fallen the main burden of the local 
work of recruiting helpers, of answering, or finding the right 
person to answer, all our numerous and varied enquiries. 
She herself did much work for us on documents, both printed 
and unprinted, and in the Rape of Lewes, which is her own 
particular province, every page bears manifold witness to her 
knowledge and help.”’ 
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Although Miss Holgate would have been the last to seek 
any honour or recognition of her work, it was a source of 
considerable gratification to her when in 1933 she was elected 
a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries of London, and thus 
joined the select company of women members of that learned 
body. 


While this notice has naturally dwelt on Miss Holgate’s 
attainments as an antiquary, it would give a false impression 
of her life if it suggested that archeology monopolized her 
attention. In addition to her research and editorial work she 
found time for much public service both at Ardingly and in 
the Cuckfield Rural District, and was well known in 
educational, ecclesiastical, local government and _ nursing 
spheres as an active and useful member of many boards and 
councils. 

F.B.S. 





The new Editor of Szussex Notes and Queries would wish 
to add to what goes before, his tribute to the learning, the 
industry, and the public spirit displayed by Miss Holgate 
He is not, like her, a skilled antiquary, and it is merely as 
an old member of the Society (as his father was before him) 
who has had the advantage of long contact with archeologists 
in different fields, that he ventures to follow so exceptional 
a predecessor. 


If he has not in his own person any comparable expert 
knowledge, he has friendly advisers, to whom he is grateful, 
and he hopes that even more readers than hitherto will send 
him notes and queries of the wide range of interest for the 
history and vanished life of the County which has characterised 
the journal from its foundation. 


